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The second difficulty not solved is the marriage question. Your
correspondent asserts that I have asked for legal recognition of
polygamy, and therefore, a subversion of the marriage law of the
country, which is based on the Christian doctrine. A glance at
the correspondence1 between the Government and myself, publi-
shed in Indian Opinion, September 13, will show that I have not
asked for any such thing. I have asked that the legality of mar-
riages of Indians celebrated in South Africa should be recognized
in the same way as those celebrated in India will be, under the
new Act. I directed alteration to the flaw in the wording of the
marriage clause in the new Act, and showed two ways of dealing
with it, i.e., either by slightly amending the new Act or by simi-
larly amending the marriage laws of the Union without in any
way interfering with the monogamous nature of marriages. The
writer at Pretoria has raised the question of the meaning of "mono-
gamous marriage". The point will be soon decided by the Supreme
Court. If the phrase does not mean what it was meant to mean
when the marriage clause was passed, the blame will be that of
the Government. They have raised the issue, not the Indian
community. Millions of Indian unions in which the husband has
married only one wife are, to the lay mind, monogamous marriages.
If the phrase means anything eke, the Government have misled
the Senate, the Imperial and Indian Governments, and the Indian
community. It will not be denied that this marriage question is
one of the highest importance to us. I am sure the Europeans
of South Africa will permit us to cherish the honour of our woman-
hood as much as they cherish that of theirs.
As to the £3 poll-tax, I note that your correspondent does
not seriously contend that it is a new point. He has only to look
at the reservation clause in the correspondence of-1911 to see that
it cannot be treated as a new point. It is new in the sense that
it was not included in the recent negotiations. It could not well
be as the discussion turned only upon the new Act Had there
been a settlement on the basis of the negotiations, the community
would have continued to urge the removal by way of petitioning,
etc., but the negotiations having failed, the way was open for the
community to include this matter of simple humanity in the strug-
gle. Lord Ampthill has declared that the Union Government gave
1 This, inter alia, included letters addressed to the Private Secretary to the
Minister of the Interior dated June 28, to the Secretary for the Interior dated
July 2 and August 24, and to the Assistant Secretary for the Interior dated
September 3. These havo been given in their chrpnological order*

